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ceedings in other courts, which protestation they "have made for the preservation of the power of Parliament; and they desire that the like care may be had in your Lordship^ House"* This protestation is entered on the Lords' Journals. Thus careful were the Commons that no exactness used by them for a temporary accommodation should become an example derogatory to the larger rights of Parliamentary process.
At length the question of their being obliged to conform to any of the rules below came to a formal judgment. In the trial of Dr. Sacheverell, March 10th, 1709, the Lord Nottingham "desired their Lordships* opinion, whether he might propose a question to the Judges here [in Westminster Hall], Thereupon the Lords, being moved to adjourn, adjourned to the House of Lords, and on debate," as appears by a note," it was agreed th/tt the question should be proposed in Westminster Hall."f Accordingly, when the Lords returned the same day into the Hall, the question was put by Lord Nottingham, and stated to the Judges by the Lord Chancellor: " Whether, by the law of England, and constant practice in all prosecutions by indictment and information for crimes and misdemeanors by writing or speaking, the particular words supposed to be written or spoken must not be expressly specified in the indictment or information ? " On this question the Judges, seriatim, and in open court, delivered their opinion : the substance of which was, " That, by the laws of England, and tho constant practice in Westminster Hall, the words ought to be expressly specified iu the indictment or information." Then the Lords adjourned, and did
* Lords' Journals, Vol. IV. p. 133. t Id. Vol. XIX. p. 98.